In Part I, the negatively biased estimates for RUV with all data, M1, and M2 were due to the fact that an incorrect true value (0.025) was used in calculating estimation error. The value should have been 0.0225. The corrected values for RUV assessment are provided in Table 4 -7c.
Estimation in Part I.b was redone with the correct code above but using a different Fortran compiler, g77. Simulated data are the same. The new results are provided in Tables 8c-10c . M2 tended to be less stable than M3 or M4 at high LOQ values (Table 8c ) but still gave less biased estimates than M1. M1 was also fitted to the untransformed data but its estimates were still severely biased as in Part I.a and the results are not presented. M3 and M4 gave very similar and the least biased estimates (Table 9c ). Overall precision seems comparable (Table 10c ). 
